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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to wrtiich said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention wrais made. 

2. Claims 1 , 7, 14-16, 20-23, 27, and 30-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
over Nguyen, US 7,036,091 in view of Ohkura, US 6,005,601. 

3. Regarding claims 1 and 21 , 22, and 33 Nguyen discloses a method and 
apparatus for presenting program information on a television screen, comprising: 

displaying a plurality of sectors of program information in a layout, each sector in 
the layout relating to a different genre of program information, each sector spanning 
from a generally central area of the layout to a generally peripheral area of the layout, 
and each sector encompassing a plurality of program listings [Fig. 6, col. 7, 56-67]; 

displaying at least one cell within each sector, each cell showing one of the 
program listings [program listings are circumferentialiy disposed at regular 
Intervals; the space that each option occupies Is a "cell", Fig. 4, col. 8, 1-6]; 

indicating that one of the cells in the layout is selected [col. 8, 13-19]; 



Application/Control Number: Page 3 

10/004,565 

Art Unit: 2623 

upon user interaction, panning between program listings witliin one of the sectors 
to indicate that a different program listing is selected [col. 8, 34-48]; and 

upon user interaction, panning between sectors of the layout [col. 9, 22-48]. 

4. Nguyen shows only general physical components, but Ohkura specifically 
discloses, in an EPG system, a memory storing a program [block 21, Fig. 3]; 

a processor in communication with the memory [CPU 20, Fig. 4, col. 4, 64-67]; 

circuitry that receives program information from a distribution facility, wherein the 
circuitry is configured to display the program information in a television program guide 
[col. 5, 7-16]. Both Ohkura and Nguyen disclose program guides displayed in a round 
shape, designed for easy navigation by a user. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill that circuit components such as memory and a CPU of Ohkura could be 
used to implement the guide of Nguyen, in order to distribute the processing and 
displaying of program information to a robust client at the user premises. 

5. Regarding claims 7 and 27, Nguyen discloses a method wherein the layout is 
generally circular in shape [Fig. 6]. 

6. Regarding claims 14 and 30, Nguyen discloses a method wherein panning 
between program listings includes keeping a common cell selected and rotating 
program listings into the common cell [col. 8, 13-23]. 
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7. Regarding claims 1 5 and 31 , Nguyen discloses a method wherein each sector 
has a first cell and a second cell [the space that each program option occupies is a 
"cell", Fig. 4, col. 8, 1-6; each sector of the menu may contain one or more cells, 
col. 10, 19-24], the first cell being the selected cell, and wherein panning between 
program listings includes rotating one of the program listings from the second cell to the 
first cell and displaying a new program listing in the second cell [col. 8, 13-23; col. 9, 
19-38]. 

8. Regarding claims 16 and 32, Nguyen discloses a method wherein panning 
between program listings includes moving the selected cell from a first cell to a second 
cell within one of the sectors [col. 8, 13-23; col. 9, 19-38]. 

9. Regarding claim 20, Nguyen discloses a method further comprising presenting a 
genre name adjacent each sector of the layout [Fig. 6]. 

10. Regarding claim 23, Nguyen discloses an apparatus wherein the layout includes 
a center cell, the center cell being disposed within all of the sectors [Fig. 9, col. 10, 44- 
60]. 

1 1 . Regarding claims 34 and 35, Nguyen discloses a method for providing program 
information, comprising: 
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transmitting information for a television program guide to a user [cols. 6-7, lines 
29-19], the television program guide including: 

a layout having a plurality of sectors of program information, each sector in the 
layout relating to a different genre of program information, each sector extending from a 
generally central area of the layout to a generally peripheral area of the layout, and 
each sector encompassing a plurality of program listings [Fig. 6, coL 7, 56-67]; 

at least one cell organized and displayed within each sector, each cell displaying 
one of the program listings [program listings are circumferentially disposed at 
regular intervals; the space that each option occupies is a "cell", Fig. 4, col. 8, 1- 
6]; and 

an indicator that one of the cells in the layout is selected [col. 8, 13-19]. 



12. Claims 2, 3, 10-13, 18, 19, 28, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Nguyen and Ohkura as cited above. 

13. Regarding claim 2, Nguyen does not specifically disclose a rectangular layout, 
but does teach that the menus may be polygonal with any number of sides, with 
selectable options disposed evenly around the menu [col. 10, 13-24, Fig. 9]. Given this 
teaching, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill that the menu could be 
rectangular with four sectors in order to evenly apportion a selection of four programs. 
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14. Regarding claim 3, Nguyen discloses a method wherein the layout includes a 
center cell, the center cell being disposed within all of the sectors [Fig. 9, col. 10, 44- 
60]. 

15. Regarding claim 10, Nguyen does not discuss the use of varying cell sizes, at 
least not within the same sector. However, official notice is taken that using a plurality of 
larger or smaller cells depending on specific program listings is a well-known and 
commonly used technique to display data in an electronic program guide. Also, Nguyen 
does show different cell sizes, albeit in different rings or sectors. [Fig. 9]. Given 
Nguyen's flexible cell size, and the state of common knowledge in the art, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill to modify Nguyen to use varying cell sizes to 
accommodate program names and schedule information of varying length. 

16. Regarding claim 1 1 , Nguyen does not restrict the selection of any particular cell. 
However, claim 1 1 merely modifies prior art elements according to known methods to 
yield a predictable result. First, claim 1 1 adds no functionality to the elements already 
disclosed in Nguyen. The cells still display program guide information. Furthermore, to 
someone skilled in the art, simply restricting the selection of some cells is an obvious 
modification of Nguyen, predictably resulting in restricting the user's interaction to a 
predetermined sequence. 
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17. Regarding claims 12 and 28, Nguyen does not show lines separating the sectors. 
However, it does show the sectors in one embodiment being separated by bends in the 
polygon [e.g., Fig. 7]. Moreover, official notice is taken that separating adjacent cells 
with a line is a well-known method in the program guide area. Given the suggestion by 
Nguyen to separate cells, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to 
separate sectors from adjacent sectors by radial lines, to provide the user with a clear 
visual differentiation of adjacent cells. 

18. Regarding claims 13 and 29, Nguyen discloses a method wherein the cells within 
each sector are separated by generally concentric circles positioned radially from the 
generally central area of the layout [Fig. 6]. 

19. Regarding claims 18 and 19, official notice is taken that presenting channel 
numbers and program names in each cell of a program guide Is common and well- 
known in the art of program guides. Accordingly it would have been obvious one skilled 
in the art to modify Nguyen to include that information so the user can see general 
information at a glance. 

20. Claims 4-6, 8, 9, and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nguyen as cited above in view of Alexander et al., US 6,1 77,931 . 
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21 . Regarding claims 4, 8, and 24, Nguyen does not include the display of 
advertisements on the guide. Alexander does teach presenting advertising information 
in unused space on the interface [e.g., Fig. 1]. It would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art of program guides that the unused center space in Nguyen could be 
used to display an advertisement, in order to utilize free screen space and present 
users with a commercial message while they browse the guide. 

22. Regarding claims 5, 9, and 25, Nguyen discloses a method wherein each sector 
spans from the center cell to the generally peripheral area of the layout [sectors are 
disposed within concentric rings that have a certain radial thickness, i.e. span 
from the center to the peripheral. Fig. 6]. 

23. Regarding claims 6 and 26, Nguyen discloses a method wherein each sector 
contains one cell [the space that each program option occupies is a "cell", Fig. 4, 
col. 8, 1-6; each sector of the menu may contain one or more cells, col. 10, 19-24]. 

24. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nguyen 
as cited above in view of Ohkura et al., US 6,005,601. Nguyen does not disclose an 
information box. Ohkura does show a method comprising presenting an information 
box displaying further details about the program listing in the selected cell [Fig. 12C, 
col. 12, 26-38]. It would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the EPG art that 
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the program listings in Nguyen could be augmented with a detailed information box as 
shown by Ohkura, to provide program details (only) if requested, avoiding cluttering the 
main guide with detailed information for every program. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy R. Newlin whose telephone number is (571) 
270-3015. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-6 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (571 ) 272-7331 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 00/5\ . r , a 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
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